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decision on such an issue, but it would manifestly be in-
appropriate to continue this arrangement when responsi-
bility at the centre is divided. In his new capacity, the
Governor-General would be responsible for the administra-
tion of reserved subjects and would therefore be more
interested in them than in the administration of transferred
subjects. His responsibility with regard to 'first charges'
on the Consolidated Fund would also be of a special
character. To prevent friction and dissatisfaction, it is
necessary that the decision in cases of either class should
come from an impartial authority. There would be only
two such authorities in Federal India: the Auditor-General
and the Federal Court, A reference to the Federal Court
would undoubtedly be more satisfactory and more in
accord with the functions of the Court in relation to
interpretation of the constitution generally. But issues of
the type mentioned above would be fairly numerous and
would usually be connected with matters of day-to-day
administration, with which the Auditor-General would be
better acquainted. There would also be great delay in
Securing decisions from the Court. On purely practical
grounds, it seems better to empower the Auditor-General
to decide such issues.

Sixthly, it would be a great help to clean and straight-
forward finance if the Auditor-General were required by
statute to append a review of the financial position of the
Central Government in his annual appropriation and
audit report. Such a review by an independent and
impartial authority would be of great value and would
tend to bring before the public features which might not
otherwise be brought to notice by the Executive Govern-
ment itself. This duty is already performed by the Audi-
tor-General so far as provincial governments are concerned.
Only lately, the Auditor-General reported to the provin-